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AAG  %  Future  Success  Rates  in  the  Absence  of  Facility  Divestment
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AAG  Budget  Distribu/ons  Remain  Steady
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Rising  Number  of  Individuals  Submi\ng  Proposals  as  PI  –  AAG
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Number  of  Submissions  per  PI  –  AAG  (Zoom)
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AAG  Salary  Request  Sta/s/cs
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Summary




Summary

(1)	
  DistribuYon	
  of	
  funding	
  requests	
  among	
  budget	
  categories	
  has	
  remained	
  flat	
  over	
  10	
  yr.	
  

(2)	
  FracYon	
  of	
  AAG	
  proposals	
  from	
  those	
  >	
  25	
  yr	
  post-­‐PhD	
  has	
  increased	
  from	
  25%	
  to	
  29%	
  from	
  FY08	
  to	
  
FY15.	
  

(3)	
  FracYon	
  of	
  AAG	
  proposals	
  that	
  are	
  mulYple	
  proposals	
  from	
  same	
  PI	
  (N>1)	
  has	
  risen	
  from	
  11%	
  (FY08)	
  to	
  
16%	
  (FY15).	
  

(4)	
  FracYon	
  of	
  AAG	
  proposals	
  that	
  request	
  less	
  than	
  3	
  months	
  of	
  salary	
  per	
  year	
  has	
  remained	
  
approximately	
  flat	
  (80-­‐85%)	
  between	
  FY08	
  and	
  FY15.	
  

(5)	
  Funding	
  rate	
  for	
  women	
  remains	
  approximately	
  equal	
  to	
  submission	
  rate.	
  

(6)	
  Funding	
  rate	
  for	
  first-­‐Yme	
  proposers	
  is	
  slightly	
  lower	
  than	
  their	
  representaYon	
  in	
  the	
  submission	
  pool	
  
(unsurprisingly).	
  

(7)	
  Increase	
  in	
  proposal	
  numbers	
  from	
  FY08	
  to	
  FY15	
  is	
  largely	
  accounted	
  for	
  by	
  submissions	
  from	
  more	
  
individual	
  PIs	
  in	
  a	
  given	
  year,	
  but	
  the	
  number	
  of	
  AAG	
  PIs	
  in	
  a	
  given	
  year	
  sYll	
  is	
  no	
  more	
  than	
  ~15%	
  of	
  the	
  
number	
  of	
  full	
  members	
  of	
  the	
  AAS.	
  (roughly	
  650	
  over	
  4500	
  at	
  current	
  epoch.)	
  

(8)	
  In	
  the	
  absence	
  of	
  facility	
  divestment,	
  and	
  with	
  conYnued	
  increased	
  demand,	
  we	
  project	
  the	
  AAG	
  
success	
  rate	
  to	
  decrease	
  from	
  ~15%	
  (FY15)	
  to	
  9.85%	
  (FY19).	
  Full	
  facility	
  divestment	
  holds	
  the	
  rate	
  at	
  ~15%.	
  

	
  



AAG  Proposal,  Reviewer,  Demographic  Sta/s/cs
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